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LETTER OF APPEAL

Federal Communications Commission (FCC)
Office of the Secretary

445 12" Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

REF: CC Docket No. 02-6
REQUEST FOR REVIEW

COMMITMENT ADJUSTMENT LETTER:
FUNDING YEAR:

FORM 471 APPLICATION NUMBER.:
FRIN:

APPLICANT NAME:

SERVICE PROVIDER’S SPIN NUMBER:
CONTACT PERSON:

CONTACT PHONE:

FAX NUMBER:

CONTACT EMAIL:

ADDRESS;

To Whom It May Concern:
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Dated — January 31, 2003
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241995

Indianola Indep School
143006149

Ronald Gates

(918) 745-1999

(918) 743-0204
rgates(@mmind.net
1217 E 48" St

Tulsa, QK 74105

The Administrator’s Decision on Appeal stated that their review of our appeal
determined that the applicant has not met their obligation for their non-
discounted portion of the funding commitment, which is an obvious violation

of program rules.

However, the school has recently stated that they will pay their non-

discounted portion to the service provider.

Understanding that the school would pay their non-discounted portion to the
service provider, thereby fulfilling their obligation, the Administrator's

Decision on Appeal further stated that the applicant received a letter from the
service provider, which stated that the applicant did not have to pay their non-
discounted portion to the service provider. By virtue of possessing this letter,
the Administrator has taken the position that any payment from the applicant
should be stricken from consideration, and thereby disregarded as filfillment
of their obligation.
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The service provider stated that they did not advise the school that they would
niot be responsible for their non-discounted portion. The Admimstrator
contends that the letter contains the signature of the President, but the letter
does not contain the President’s signature.

Another 15sue is, the conclusion the Administrator made on whether the letter,
supposedly written by the service provider, 15 an actyal letter from the service
provider, or a letter initiated by one of the service providers competitors, to
discredit thenn.

The fact that the school will pay their non-discounted portion reverses the
violation contention of the program rules. This also converts the assumption
that the service provider advised the school they would not be responsible for
their non-discounted poriton and the schoo! relied upon that assumption.

MasterMind Internet Services, Inc, (Service Provider) reguests that the
‘Commitment Adjustment Letter’ for Form 471 Application Number:
152620 be purged, upon proof of applicant’s pavment of their non-

discounted portion,

Sincerely,

Gty e

Ronald W. Gates
Presidernit
MasterMind Internet Services, Inc.
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